community groups, seeded numerous new research projects, supported the social justice-oriented training of graduate students and postdoctoral fellows, and raised the profile of social justice scholarship on campus. We are thrilled that Brock has committed substantial funding to a social justice research institute, if only for a limited period.
At the same time, ensuring that the SJRI operates effectively to nourish radical scholarship or progressive social change is a constant challenge given the current university governance context, which requires universities to satisfy an increasingly broad mandate with relatively fewer resources. In this context, Brock's new institutes will be considered sustainable beyond an initial period of generous university funding only if they become net revenue generators for the university through some combination of (a) direct funding that covers their operating costs (e.g., external grants or 'public-private partnerships'), (b) the trickle-down effects of enhancing Brock's reputation or name-recognition (e.g., increased enrolments or research funding), or (c) serving effectively as flexible resources to meet Brock's rapidly-changing obligations to the provincial government through which it is funded (e.g., transdisciplinary or community collaborations).
2 The vulnerability and lack of autonomy for SJRI that is implicit in this combination of university expectations is at best a worrying distraction from the job of nurturing frontline social justice research and activist work; at worst, it enrolls the SJRI into the very mechanisms of neoliberal governance that social justice advocates strenuously oppose. The latter is a constant danger -perhaps even an inevitability -because the SJRI is funded directly through the Office of Research Services (rather than through the university's longstanding faculty and departmental governance structure), and therefore may be required to serve strategic or tactical goals that have little to do with the Institute's social justice mandate.
As the articles in these special issues on scholarship and activism stress, the tensions and contradictions I've hinted at are characteristic of -if not inherent in -efforts to pursue a social justice agenda focused on transformative social change from within academic institutions that are heavily invested in succeeding in a competitive university funding environment. Although most of the issues' authors share with the founders of the SJRI a conviction that the opportunities of pursuing scholar-activism in the present neoliberal governance context outweigh the risks, they also recognise the risks and offer their own experientially-informed strategies for managing them. I hope the SJRI is able to learn from their insights.
--Readers and authors who have come to appreciate the quality and availability of pieces published in Studies in Social Justice will be relieved to learn that the journal's relocation to the SJRI at Brock University has not resulted in significant changes to its mandate, existing rigorous review and editorial procedures, or open accessibility. The transition has involved adopting the Creative Commons copyright licensing designation BY-ND-NC for the journal's publications, 3 and adding two new sections -Dispatches and Creative Interventions -designed to expand the journal's interdisciplinary character and stylistic variety. The journal now invites contributions to five sections:
• Research Articles (6,000-8,000 words): original, previously-unpublished, and fully-referenced research contributions that significantly extend knowledge in the broad field of social justice along substantive, theoretical or methodological lines, and which are likely to be of interest to researchers and practitioners. Articles are peer-reviewed by a minimum of two reviewers in a double-blind process.
• Review Essays (< 6,000 words): critical and evaluative overviews of particular literatures, theoretical traditions, debates, activist experiences, etc., relating to social justice. Review essays are intended as expert overviews for the benefit of activists and researchers who are unfamiliar with the area. Review essays are peer-reviewed by a minimum of two reviewers in a double-blind process.
• Book Reviews (1,000-2,000 words): reviews of important theoretical, political and research works relating to social justice issues. Book reviews are vetted by the book review editors, but are not subject to peer review.
• Dispatches (< 4,000 words): reports or commentaries from the nonacademic and academic spaces of social justice practice, discourse and contestation. Dispatches may report on research activities, methodological innovations, movement experiences, mobilisation efforts, educational practices, social justice events and actions, etc. They need not employ an academic writing style or speaking position. Dispatches are reviewed and vetted by the editorial team, which works with authors as necessary to help shape submissions for publication. They are not exposed to a blind review process.
• Creative Interventions: visual, aural or textual products that reflect on social justice issues using an aesthetic or evocative mode of address.
Creative interventions are reviewed and vetted by members of the 3 Copyright for articles published in this journal is retained by their authors, with first publication rights granted to the journal. By virtue of their appearance in this open access journal, articles may be used, with proper attribution (BY), in educational and other non-commercial settings (NC); although articles may be quoted with attribution, they may not be used to create derivative works without authors' permission (ND) -hence the copyright licensing designation BY-ND-NC.
editorial team or others with competence in the relevant areas of creative practice. They are not exposed to a blind review process.
The editors welcome independent submissions to each of these sections, as well as proposals for guest-edited issues that include contributions in one or more sections. We also invite submissions that combine or overlap categories, as do the articles in the present issue. These pieces are by design hybrids of research articles and dispatches: dispatches in that they reflect on the authors' personal experiences as scholar-activists in a particular field of social justice practice (i.e., the university), and research articles because they expose these experiences to theoretically-informed analysis, and have passed through a double blind review process.
--The journal's expanded disciplinary reach and stylistic variety, together with attrition in editorial personnel associated with its relocation to Brock, has meant assembling a new editorial team, as follows: This seven person editorial team is complemented and supported by an international editorial advisory board that presently numbers 17 scholars with a wide range of disciplinary and transdisciplinary competencies in areas of research related to social justice. We plan to expand the breadth of the editorial board over the coming months, so please contact me if you are interested in serving.
--
The opportunity to guide Studies in Social Justice into a new phase of its existence is at once exciting and daunting. I'm delighted to be accompanied on this venture by six energetic and highly-qualified co-editors, and supported by an equally energetic and accomplished faculty steering committee at the SJRI. I'm also most thankful to the journal's previous editors (Drs. Tanya Basok, Suzan Ilcan and Jeffrey Noonan) and manager (Ms. Nicole Noel) whose hard work and wise decisions over the past eight years have ensured that Studies in Social Justice is solidly established and well-positioned to further increase its readership, visibility and influence. Finally, I wish to acknowledge Sandra Smeltzer and Sara Cantillon, the guest editors of this special double issue, whose cooperation and initiative has greatly helped the journal to enter this new phase of its existence on a strong footing.
